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REMARKS 

Summary of the Office Action 

Claims 1-55 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
5,873,830 to Hossack et al. (hereinafter "Hossack'') in view of US 6,018,600 to Levin et al. 
(hereinafter " Levin "). 

Summary of the Response to the Office Action 

Claims 56 and 57 have been canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1,4, 16, 
19, 29, 30, 32, 33, 47, and 49 have been amended to correct informalities and to further define 
the invention. Accordingly, claims 1-55 are presently pending. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for the courtesies extended in conducting a 
telephonic interview with Applicants' representative on November 30, 2009. In the interview, 
the Examiner indicated that claims 56 and 57 contained allowable subject matter. The Examiner 
also indicated that if the allowable subject matter from claims 56 and/or 57 was incorporated into 
each of the independent claims and the independent claims were amended to remove the phrase 
"capable of," the application would likely be in condition for allowance. 
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All Claims Are Allowable 

Claims 1-55 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hossack 
in view of Levin . Independent claims 1, 4, 16, 19, 29, 30, 32, 33, 47 and 49 have been amended 
to add the feature the Examiner indicated was allowable, namely "wherein said overlapping 
increment is equal to 1/n and wherein n is determined by a minimum resolution that accurately 
displays [the resulting image]." Support for these amendments can be found at least at pages 
12-15 of the original specification (paras. [0049] and [0058]-[0060] of the published 
application). Applicants respectfully submit that none of the applied references whether taken 
singly or together teach or suggest this feature. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the 
rejection of amended independent claims 1, 4, 16, 19, 29, 30, 32, 33, 47 and 49, and hence 
dependent claims 2, 3, 5-15, 17, 18, 20-28, 31, 34-46, 48, and 50-55 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) be 
withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and the timely 
allowance of the pending claims. Should the Examiner feel that there are any issues outstanding 
after consideration of the response, the Examiner is invited to contact the Applicants' 
undersigned representative to expedite prosecution. 

If there are any other fees due in connection with the filing of this response, please charge 
the fees to our Deposit Account No. 50-0310. If a fee is required for an extension of time under 
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37 C.F.R. 1.136 not accounted for above, such an extension is requested and the fee should also 
be charged to our Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 



Dated: December 3, 2009 By: /Bradford A. Cangro/ 

Bradford A. Cangro 
Registration No. 58,478 
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